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"1. A computer implemented user interactive method for 
graphically displaying the proportion of a total value of a 
time dependent variable contributed by each of a set of 
elements comprising the steps of: 

displaying the proportion contributed by each element 
as an area within an ordere d set of areas linger a ling 
representative of the total value of .^ d time d^Bgndent 
variables 

enabling the user to interactively select one of said 
set of areas; and 

performing a selected operati on selected from the oronn 
consisting of hiding the selgg te d, area. dAsBlaving tv,e 
Selected area and reordering the p^ii- j on of the selected 
ar.ea within said orders set responsive to said ns^ r 
selection , ^ 

About the only thing that Havre has in common with this 
independent claim is that Havre does show time dependent 
line graphs, each showing the totals of indiviual variables 
e.g., the frequency with which Castro used each of certain 
individual terms: "cane", or "weapons", or "Brazil" in his 
speeches over a period of time. Beyond this, the reference 
lacks all of the other elements of Applicants' claims. 
There is no line in Havre representativ e of the total vain* 
p . f the respective variables, t o which r.he numbe r s of the 
respective elements add im t o , e.g. a total sales to which 
the elements, the sales for each city contribute, m the 
Havre example, the total of the individual values of the use 
of the three words "cane", and "weapons", and "Brazil" would 
have no significance as a combined, total. They are 
apparently unrelated to each other, it is the individual 
totals of these words that are important, and not the sum of 
these individual total which is not even shown or discussed 
AUS920030627US1 3 
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in Havre. After all, Castro used a lot of other words in 
his lengthy speeches. Then as the Examiner admits, Havr^ 
d fi . es not tgflCh manipulating the oranhw q- p t.h* n.ntHh,^,-^ 
dividual algments in the line asaB&g by p^ h er hiding aa a 
then displaying or reorder inrr i- h eir nosit-s^c 

With such a weaJc foundation for a 35 USC 103 rejection 
in the Havre reference, there is little that Rao can do to 
make up for the above deficiencies. Rao discloses a 
specific implementation in which graphical images may be 
rendered in tables of columns and rows for better defined 
presentation. While the columns and rows- may be manipulated 
and reordered, nothing is suggested about the reordering and 
manipulation of the graphical images themselves or the 
elements making up the graphical images as in the present 
invention . 

If anything, the Rao teaching would lead away from the 
present invention. Rao converts the visual graphic images 
into tables because his graphics can not be manipulated or 
reordered. Thus, the suggestion from Rao is that if you are 
to manipulate and reorder graphic images, you convert such 
images to a table format. This leads away from the present 
invention . 

Therefore, Applicant submits that the proposed 
combination of Havre and Rao references is being made not 
with the requisite foresight of one skilled in the art, but 
rather with the hindsight obtained solely by the teaching of 
the present invention. This approach cannot be used to 
render Applicant's invention unpatentable. 

What the Examiner has done is used Applicant's 
disclosure as a guideline, and the picked and combined 
elements from each of the Havre and Rao references based 
solely of Applicant's own teaching. 

AUS920030627US1 / 
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"To imbue one of ordinary skill in the art 

v« \ 2 ferences of record convey nor suggest 

erfict of a ??nd^LJ? fal J V±Ctim t0 the ^sidJSs 
oniv JhS < hi »<*sxght syndrome wherein that which 
?eacher » £ ^or taught is used against its 
pp 312-313 ' F 2d at 1553 ' 220 USPQ ' 



Pick lSS%£™f t ." se h f ndsi ^t reconstruction to 

Prtor aft ^ ? 1 ^? lated disclosur es in the 

prior art to deprecate the claimed invention » t t 



Accordingly, it is submitted that the suggestion for 
combining Havre and Rao in the manner proposed by the 
Examiner could only come from Applicants' own teaching, and, 
thus, cannot form any basis for a combination of references 

Furthermore, there is still nothing in the combination 
whxch would suggest the element of the present invention as 
set forth above: an ordered set, of und^r g 

representative nf rhn tnr ^ vw1 „ ft ^ ^ 
variable.. 

in addition for being patentable for all of the reasons 
set forth hereinabove, specific claims 7, 14, and 21 may be 
even further distinguished from the combination of Havre in 

(illustrated by ordered icons 71, 72, 75 in Figs. 3 and 4 of 
the present Application) wherein a plurality nr on the 

display each represent one of the individual areas; and the 

area by reordering fnP tf ^ ael<tff1> ^ ^ 

representative of the selected area. 

tn ^ F ° r ^ Specific Cementation, the Examiner points 

labels in Havre is to identify the layers in the graphs. 
AUS920030627US1 5 
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Insofar as Applicants can determine, these labels are not 
user- interactive for any purpose. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection of 
claims 21-23 under 35 U.8.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Havre and Rao as set forth above 
further in view of Yonts et al. ( US 6,590,577). 

^i?^L!* ten £ if °™ d by toe Assignee of the Present 
35^1 " ?6 3 tS?. NOt Preclude Patentability Under 

The present Application and the Yonts Patent reference 
were commonly owned by International Business Machines 
Corporation, the Assignee herein at the time the invention 
of the present Application was made. 

The file of the present Application indicates that an 
Assignment of the present Application to said Assignee is 
filed in the Patent Office. Also the printed Yonts Patent 
indicates that it is assigned to the same Assignee. 

Since the present Application has a filing date after 
November 29, 1999, and the Yonts Patent would qualify as 
prior art under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 102(e), it is 
submitted that the Yonts patent can not be used to preclude 
patentability based upon 35 u.S.c. 103(c). [Examiner's 
attention is directed to MPEP Sections 
706.02(1); (l)(i,; (1) (2) ; and (1) (3) . ] . Accordingly, 
Examxner is respectfully requested to withdraw Yonts as a 
reference. 
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In view of the foregoing, claims 1-23 are submitted to 
be in condition for allowance, and such allowance is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Registration No, 19,226 
(512) 473-2303 



ALL CORRESPONDENCE SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: 



Jeffrey s. LaBaw 
IPLaw Dept. - I MAD 4054 
IBM Corporation 
11400 Burnet Road 
Austin, Texas 7 8758 
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